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1974 through 1978 is presented. Changes in rates for men and women
enrclled in each =egment of California higher education from each
ccuntry and statewide are documented. There was a net decline in the
overall college-going rate found for Fall 1978, which placed it below
the rates for 1975 and 1977 but above those for 1974 and 1976, ithe
rates for the University of California and the California State
University and Colleges in 1978 were the highest for the five-year .
reriod of study, but the community college rdte was the second lowest
for'the pericd. The net decline in the rate for womern vwas less than
for men, with the State University showing a comparatively large gain
fcr women. The college-going rate does not include students enrolling
in private institutions that dc not grant degrees or institutions
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aﬁaﬁnualzrepggﬁién,éollegeigaiggmfates for

who were nineteen years or less when they enrolled as first-

time freshmen in Fall 1974 through 1578.

The report documents

changes in rates for men and women enrolled In each segment of
California higher education from each county ard statewide.

It differs from other enrolliment reports made to the Commission
in that it focuses on recent California high school graduates,

who are a subgroup of the total student enrollment

of all ages

and g eographic origins.

There was a net decline ird the overall college-going rate found

for Fall 1978,
1977 but above

versity of California and the Califoraia
Colleges in 1978 were the highest
studied, but the Community College rate

for the period

large gain for

years.

be regarded as

than for men, with the State University

which placed it below the rates for 1975 and
those for 1974 and 1976. The rates for the Uni-
: State University and
for the five-year period

was the second lowest
rate for women was less
showing a comparatively
Differences among the countries appeared

The -net decline in the

womern.

to be larger than in previous years, since a few counties with
already high rates experienced a net increase rathier than a
' 'The nature of the change in the rate for independent col-
leges and universities between 1977 and 1978 was not clear, since
the institutions

reporting weére not exactly the zame for both

‘The statewide college-going rate of 5£.7 for Fall 1978 should

an underestimate of the true rate, since no

information was available concerning the numbers of students

more, the rate

enrolling in.colleges and universities in other states.

tutions which do not have regional accred
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does not incliude students enrolling ing private
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CDLLEGE*EDTEE RATES IN CALIFORNIA: FALL 1978 WPDATE

BACKGROUND

A staff .report entitled, Access in & Broader Context: An Arnaly
of College=Going Rates for Recent California High School Graﬁuaies,
was presented to the Commission in September 1978. College~goiag
rates were computed for each California county for Fall 1974 ctarough
Fall 1977 for each of the three public segments of higher wducation,
and ‘for Fall 1977 only for the independent colleges and universities.
Rates were also computed for men and women separately for Fall 1977.
In addition, information about the percentages of high school grad-
uates in each county estimated to be eligible for freshman admission
to the University of California and the California State University
and Collegiks was reproduced from the Commission's 1976 High School
Eligibility Study. An analysis was also made of the distribution
of Student Ajd Commission awards by the recipients' county of resi-
dence. TFinally, informatiom about the flow of Community College
transfer students to the University and the State University was
presented by Community College district for Fall 1977, and ds a
statewide total for the period 1965 thraugh 1977.

The present report provides information about college-going rates
for recent high school graduates and the flow of Community College
transfer students for Fall 1978. Proposition 13, approved by Cali-
fornia voters in June 1978, had thé effect of reducing college and
university budgets for 1978-79 and, in some cases, overall enroll-
ments. No general decline had been found “in the college-going rates
of recent Califormia high school graduates from 1974 through 1977.
Fluctuations had occurred but mo overall decline could be inferred.
. In fact, a very small increase was found in 1977 for each segment,
and overall, perhaps as a result of increased student aid from the
federal gavérnment and new outreach programs for the disadvantaged.

&2 Ca;;fo:nia Pastsecondary Educgg%gn cgntalned the fallawing gan—
eral findings: -

1, Total statewide headcount enrollment dropped by nearly 7
percent from 1977; in credit programs, enrollment declined:
by 6 percent. '

2. Most of the enrollment decline took place in the Community
Colleges, which lost more than 125,000 students between h
1977 and 1978. The loss was felt most heavily in noncredit
programs, where enrollment declined 29 percent compared with

only 6 percent Ia gredlt enrollment.

3, While there were fewer men and women enrolling in Fall 1978,
the percentage of women enrolling, relative to total enroll-
ment, increased by nearly 1.0 percent. ‘

©
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4, The Univexsity and the State University rﬁcardad substantial
increases In rotal first-riige freshmenm and moderate déclines
in total transfer students,

5. The Community Colleges experienced a drop of about 5 péteent
in total first-time freshmen, but recorded an increase of
1.0 percent in xotal transfer students.

t purpose of this report is to compare college-going rates

izjo
Fall 1978 for recent high school graduates with those obtaired
for the prior four-year period, and to examine the relationship

b etween the gains in first-time freshmen recorded by the University
and the State University, and the losses experienced by the Com-
munity Colleges. A second purpose is to find out whether changes

HPIHPJ»
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occurred in the flow of Community College iLvansfer students in Fall

1978, in relation to privr years. In the last report, significant
differences ware found ameong the counties in the college-going rates
of recent high school graduates, both in the rates for particular
segments 4nd overall. Proximity to a University or State Univer-
sity campus appeared to be a significant determiner of whether a
high school graduate would enroll at one of those campuses. It
seems raascnable to hypothesize that differences among counky col=-
lege=-going rates would become smaller as increased federal appro- -
priations are made for need-based student financial aid--that is,
aid which can be used for subsistence costs as well as student
charges. One might also expect some shift in freshman enrollment
from Community Colleges to four-year imstitutions as a result of
the increased availability of such aid.

.The Legislature sﬁﬁrcsséd itg commitment &6 providing universal

accass to pgstsEqandary education in the lage 1960s in Education
Coda Sections 66200 and 66201:

'EEZDD. it has been and continues to be the intent of the

g Legislature that zll qualified California youth be

' insured the opportunity’ to pursue higher learning.

66201. It is the intent of the Legislature that each resi-
dent of California who has the capacity and motiva=
tion to benefit from higher education should have
the opportunity to enrcll in an institution of
higher education. Once envolled, he should have
the opportunity to confrinue as long and as far as
his capacity and motivation, as indicated bty his
academic performance and commitment to educational
advancement, will lead

ar i him to meet academic stan=
dards and iﬁstituﬁianal requirements.
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The.1960 Master Plan for Higher Education in California recommended
that the Unmiversity select its first-cime freshmen from the top
one-eighth of all graduates of California public high schools, and
tuat the State University select from the top one=third. A small
percentage of freshmen were to be admitted to both segments through
special procedutes, in exception to the regular requirements. The

~Master Plan did not propose any change in the Education Code pra—

vision that Community Colleges admit any hizh school gtaduate and
any other person at least eighteen years old who is capable of
pfﬁfltlng from the instruection offered. The Master Plgﬂ also rec-

cmmended that the University and the State Tiniversity raqulfe a

minimum of fifty-six semester units of acceptable, Eransfer credit

before considering the admission of applicants who were imeligible
for admission as frashmen because of unsatisfactafv high school
grades. Furthermore, the Master Plan recommeuded a-change in the
distribution of lower division students among Che segménts which
would reduce their ‘enrollment in the University and the State Uni-
versity, -in relation to those at the upper division and graduate
levels. A total of about 60,000 students were.to be diverted to
the Community Colleges by various means. In any event, Community
Collegé enrollments have increased by almost 1 million students
since the Master Plan, and now acecount for about 70 percent of the
total enrollment in California public higher education. The phe-
nomenal growth in Community College enrollments appears to have
ceased for various reasons, and it ‘is possible that soime first-time
freshmen who would have enrolled in a Community College in earlier

., years -are now enrolling directly in the University or the State

University.

Cgmpared with other states, California has dome a great deal to
make’ uﬁdergraduate education available thrcughout the State, by
maintaining "open door' admissions in the Community Colleges, low~
cost education to students in both the Community Colleges and the
State University,.and student aid programs for those with finamcial
need attending both public and independent institutionms. One mea-
sure of the State's success in providing universal access to higher
education is the percentage of recent high school graduates who
enroll as freshmen, This information should be useful in formula-
ting policy. and making recommendations about the further enhance-

ment of access, as well as overall planning by the Commission in
such areas as affirmative action and off-campus instruction.

SCOPE OF THE STUDY

The magor thrust af this study is the analysi of diffarences in
college-going rates of young people 19 years of age and under who
graduated from high school in the various California counties.

College-going rates have been computed for a five-year period for
the three public segments, and for Fall 1977 and 1978 for most of
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the State’'s general-purpose independent colleges and universities.
The multi-year analysis was performed in order te find out whether
there has been a decline in the percentage of young people enroll-
ing in college, as is widely believed. Data prior to 1974 were

not used in the analysis because of a prcblem of comparability in
the Community College data. The analysis is to be updated annually
in order to identify trends and to assess the impact of programs
and policy decisions which are expected to affect college-going
rates==for sxample, changes in admission standards and expansion.
of outreach programs. :

Eligibility for freshman admission to the Univers;ty and the Stgta
University tends to set an upper limit on college-going rates.
Therefore, data from the Commission's 1976 High School Ellglbillty
S§g§grhave been used in analyzing differences among the counti

in college-going rates with respect to the University and the Staté
University, The use of a relatively small sample of high school
graduatas -(3.5%) in the Eligibiliey Studyv limits the number of
counties for which reliable percentages are available. However,
there are considerable variations among the twenty-three largest
counicies in both eligibility and college-going rates. College-
going rat&s are bised on population data, rather than samples, and
were computed for all but the seven smallest counties, which had
fewer than 200 high school graduates per year. Differences among
high schools amd school districts in the various counties are also.
significant in terms of eligibility and college-going rates and
cannot ba ignorad in planning. However, the present analysis is :
limited to countywide statistics and to factors related to observed’
differences among counties.

A seconr focus of the analysis is the flow of transfer students
from Community Colleges to the University and the State University.
For the first time, an attempt was also made to obtain informatien
about the flow of such students into the independent colleges and
unlvafsltlea, fDr Fall 1978 Na att%mpz was maﬁe to campute rates

to traﬂsfg: Cin terms Sfxgtadesﬁﬂlnt avezages, uﬂ;Es chplétad -and

types of programs pursued), and numbers desiring to do so. Proxies .
such as the number of Community College students receiving an assoc-
iate degree or of those completing the sophomore year are unsatis—

factory since opportunity te transfer is not limited to these groups

of students. Therefore, the current analys;s is limited to trends

in the flow of students, and to the relationship between that flow

F o T

anﬂ the proximity of a University or State University campus.

The Legislature recently asked the.Commission ca‘deveio@ ; plan,
With the help of the various segments of higher edusation, for (1)
Estimatlng the pumber of Community College students who would ba
ellglble for transfer. to the University and the State University,

" and (2) describing those who do and do not transfer, and reporting

,/,
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ANALYSTS OF CDiLEGEsC’GiNG RATES -

on the performance of those who do. The 1mplémenta ion of such a
plan shouild make it possible to copute rates of transfer among
those eligible to do so for use in future reports on college-going

rates and student flow generally.

The acllagESgclng rates computed for this report are underestimates
of the percentage of young people enrolling in. some type of post-
secondary -education since information is not available for students
enrolling in (1) out-of-state colleges and universities, and (2)
postsecoyndary institutions offering specialized or limited programs
in California and elsewhere, particularly private postsecondary

institutions. which do not grant degrees.

THE NATURE OF ACCESS IN CALIFORNIA
A " isting of Califurnia colleges and universities which provide
access of a general natu co first-time freshmen is given in
Appendix A, together wicth a county map on which the total number
&f such institutions in each county is shown. The listing is
limited to collegiate institutions which are either candidates for
accreditation or accredited by the Western Association of Schools
and Colleges. Excluded from the list ire specialized institutions

. and prlvata nancolleaiate posﬁseccndarv sgho@lz. The latter plav

fot h;gh s:hocl gzaduatesi Thay are excluded ffam the present anal—
ysis solely on the grounds of inadequate informaticw about numbers
of institutions and current enrollments., The current best estimate

“of the total number of such institutions in California is 1,500,

with an estimated total enrollment of 200,000 students of all ages.

- Nearly two-thirds of the enrollment is in schools located in Los

Angeles, Drange and San Eiesn caunties. In Ehé c@llegiaté sectar,
th? Univ3251ty af Cal;iéih;a, 19 zampuses uf tbe Calltarﬁla State
University and Colleges, 106 California Community Colleges, and at
least SD»généfal=purpése‘independant colleges and universities.

1ege campus w1§h1n thalr bﬂrdeksi Howevar, a tﬁtal Ef 122 afin
campus centers were operated by Community Colleges in 18 of these
counties in 1976, with only Alpine County (population 850 in 1977)
without a gentef. The CDmmunLtv Cgllegés are probably the only

fo ﬁampus centers.

To obEaln county and sﬁatew1de zallege!galng rates, the number of
first-time ffeshmen 19 years of age and under who Enrallad in the

Ay



fall term in each of the four segments of Callf rnia higher educa=
tion was divided by the number of high school graduates in June of
the same year. Theseé rates should be reg arded as the best possible
estimates of the percentages of -recent high school graduates going
to college in California since there was no follow-up of specific
individuals who moved from high school to college each year. The
computations for the University and the State University were made
from data which are reported annually to the State Department of
Finance. Community College computations were made from data pro-
vided by the Chancellor's Office. Independent colleges and univer-
sities were asked by the Association of Independent California

' Colleges and Universities to provide information to the Commission
staff about the geographic origins of their young, first=time fresh-
men, using either the zip codes of their home addresses or the

names of thé high schaals frﬂm which they graduaﬁed Saveaty per-

about 85 percent Df the first-time freshmen in that SengﬂF‘ vere
able to comply with the request.

First-time freshmen in California higher education are a heteroge-
neous group, with a significant number of graduates of high schools
in other states and from foreign countries, and, particularly in
the Community Colleges, students who graduated from high school
several years before entering college. Statistics for first-time

freshmen are limited to Califormia public and private high school

graduates and, in the case of college-going rates, to students who
were nineteen years or under when they Enrglled as first-time fresh-

meri.

ates for :each public segment are displayed

. Statewide college-going T
in Table 1 for a five-year period, from 1974 through 1978. 1In each
of those years, the University has enrolled slightly more than 5

TABLE 1

STATEWIDE COLLEGE-GOING RATES FOR
RECENT HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES

1974-1978
Number of _ Percentage Enrmlllag as Ffeshmem in
Year High School F—— — - — —
Graduates uc " Csuc : ccc - Total
1974 289,714 5.1% 7.6% 41.3% . 54.0%
1975 292,941 5.3 7.5 43.1 55.9
1976 289,454 5.1 7.8 al.7 54.6
- 1977 -~ 285,360 5.2 8.0 43.3 56.5
1978 -~ 283,841 5.5 8.4 41.4 55.3
-6~
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) Unlvarsity, abauﬁ 8 perceut and tha Cammunlty Calleges, samewhat
more than 40 percent--for a combined total of more than 55 percent
for the public segments. At least 3 percent of the graduates en-

Yol rolled in independent California colleges and universities in Fall

-1978, bringing the total State rate to 58.7 parzent compared with
6071 in Fall 1977. .

_~The rates increased for both the University and the State Univer-

~ sity in Fall-1978 but declined for the Community Colleges. A com-~
parison of numbers of -first-time freshmen in 1977 and 1978 showed
_that there were increases of 6.7 percent fo the. University and
3.7 percent for the State University, but a decrease of 4.5 percent.
for the Community Colleges, for a net degilne of 3,738 students in
the publlc segmenﬁs (2 943 men and 795 wamen) The change in rate

as an actual decrease, since there were some dlfferences in Ehe
institutions reporting in 1977 and 1978. 1In any case, the 58.7
statewide rate is an underestimate of the total percentage of
recent high school graduates enrolling in postsecondary education,
because of the absence of information about enrollment in institu-
tions in other states and in specialized and nDndEﬁrEEﬂBrantlng
institutions in Califarnla -
Although the Community Colleges enrolled a smaller number and per-
centage of first-time freshmen in 1978 than in the prior vear,
those students accounted for three-fourths of the recent high school
graduates who enrolled in the public segments. The University en-
rolled about 10 percent of this group, while the State University

enrolled 15 percent.

The change in collegeé=-going rates was accompanied by a Eaﬁtiﬁuing
decline in the number of California high school graduates, from e
high of 293,941 in 1975 to a low of 283,841 in 1978. The further
decline which is expected as a result of dazllnlng birth rates in
the 1960s will, of course, result in a smaller number of young,
first=time freshmen in future years, unless there is a substantial
increase in the college=going rates.

i

DiFFerences Among the Counties
PEICEﬁEagEE of recent high school graduatas in each caunty wha .
enrolled in the various segments of California higher education in
1974 through 1978 are displayed in Appendix B. Counties are ordered
in terms of the total number of high school graduates, from. 1afgest
to smallest. Los Angeles County alone accounts for nearly 30 per-
cent of all California high schoel graduates. The combined total
for Los Angeles, Orange, San Diego, and Santa Clara Counties repre-
sents slightly more than half of the graduates, and the ten largest

11




of the fifty-eight counties ‘produced about 70 percent of the grad-
uates. Thus, statewide percentages are heavily weighted by a very
few counties, with greatest weight by those in southern California.

Although there was a statewide decrease in the number of high school
graduates between 1977 and 1978, some counties recorded gains. San
Diego and Santa Clara Counties each had a gain of more than 500
graduates, while eight others had gains ranging from about 100 to
more “‘than 200--Shasta, Placer, Imperial, Sonoma, Stanislaus, Fresno,
Riverside, and Marin. Counties experiencing a loss of at least 300
graduates were Orange, San Francisco, Contra Costa, and Los Angeles,
the latter with a loss of more than 2,500 graduates between 1977

and 1978. :

Differences among the counties in college-going rates continued to
be significant.in Fall 1978. Combined rates for the public seg-
ments raﬁged ffcm a high Qf at leasﬁ 50 percert for high schccl
and Yuba Cauuzias to a lgw Df lass than 5D percent for graduates
from San Bernardino, Riverside, Imperial, Stanislaus, Placer,
Sonoma, and’ Humboldt Gguﬁgiesﬁsand for thirteen of the nineteen
aéunties-with fewe: than 1 thousand gfaduages peé year.

compared with only sixteen in 1977. Among the larger counties,
SEanislaus, Rivef51de, and Imper;al drcpped belaw 50 percant betwaen

In 1978, Ewenﬁy counties had college- g01ng rates below 50 percent,

over 1977 whlch placed it among ‘the- ccunt1e54w1th Eha hlghest
college-going rates. The rate for Orange County decreased by almost
five percentage points in 1978, thus eliminating it from the group
with the highest rates. B : T

e
solute levels of callege gglng rates shgwed that thlftysgne zaunfies
experienced a decrease at least as large as the statewide decrease
of 1.2 percentage points. Nine counties had increases of at least
1.0, and ten showed a change of less than 1.0. [Note: The change
is expressed in terms of the difference in rates obtained for 1977
and 1978, rather than the percentage changes. For example, a county*
with rates of 52.6 and 49.6 would be said to show a decrease of 3.0
points, although the actual change would be 6 percent, that is 3.0
divided by 52.6.] 1In addition to those already cited, counties
with the largest decreases were Yuba, Tehama, Tuolumne, Glenn,
Mendocino, Sutter, and Merced, which are for the most part. rural
areas-in northern California. The rates for five of the nine
counties which showed increases tend to be unstable because of the
small numbers of hlgh ‘school graduates (fewer than 300 per -year).
The most notable increase was for Los Angeles County, whose rate
for 1978 was its highest for the five-year period studied. This w
also true for Contra Costa County, while the rates for the other
_ counties with increases tended to fluctuate durlng the five-year
”perlod

"
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Differences Among the Seygments

Decreases in Community College enrollments accounted for most or
all of the declines in'college-going rates in the counties with®a

_ substantial decline. 'The overall decline was moderated in.some
counties by small increases in the rates-for the University and the
_State University.- For example, 'there was a2 decline of 17.4 in the
”Commun;ty College rate for Stanislaus County but an increase of 0.7
~in the State University rate. Modesto Junior College, which serves

Stanislaus Councy, experlenced an 0vera1¢ decline in crédit enroll-

" ment of .32 percent in Fall 1978; or ‘more than four thousand stu- N
;dants. “Ine DranEEQCgunty, three Community Colleges'appear to have
-been responsible for the decline in the Community College rate .

','(Gnlden West; Coastline, and EulLerEon) each with an overall loss:

of 6 percent. in credit enrollment. Saddleback: College experienced :

a large enrollment increase of 23 percent, while the remaining

three Community Colleges in Orange County experienced little change.
Other counties with a decline of at least 5.0 in the Community Col-

lege rate, ccmpa:ed with a statewide decline of 1. 9, were (1) Yuba,

" Merced, Santa Cruz (Cabrillo College), San Mateo (three ‘Community

Qg;leges),_Rlverside (four Community Colleges), Mendocino, Tuolumne,
(Columbia College), and (2) Sutter, Glenn, and Tehama, none of which

“.have a Community College campus within their boundaries. A decrease

" of 0.5 was also fourd for Santa Clara County, but the low rate may

~ 'be-the result of the high school of graduation teing unknown for a
large number of freshmen in the San Jose Con

unity Céllége'Disttiét.
¥ Collégeratesoccurred -in~

1d Df t

arga decliné i Comfuii

. non-urban areas. ‘Increases in Communlty College rates were limited
“to-a_few colleges and were relatively small in cqmparlsan with the'.
_losses experienced élsewhere. :

141n terms’ of Universityggoing rates, about half of Ehe ‘counties ax=
[:perienced an-increase which.was at .least as large. as_ the _statewide .\
“.increase of 0. 3-=from 5:2 to 5.5 in 1978 ;~0L_an increase of 6.7
~percent in the number of flrSE time freshmen ape- 19@aﬁd under,

Seven counties experienced ‘a decline of at least 0.3, and,the re-=

‘mainder had virtually no change from the prior year. Increases—.
- which far exceeded the statewide total of 0.3 were found for’ many

counties in the- San Francisco Bay Area==San Mateo, San Francisco,
Marin, Sonama, Salano, Napa, and Santa Clara. Large increases in

‘Unlvarsity 301ng rates were also found fcr three countles in ‘which

E.Earbaraf althoggh Ehere is reason ta belleve thaz the increases did

[a W |—ll..
m\

not nagéssarlly occur on these campuses. . Other increases which
appear worth noting were found for Merced, Ventura, Fresno, and San

:Joaquin Counties (each equal to 0.6), and eight counties with rela-
‘tively small numbers of high school graduates. Monterey, Yuba, and’

Imperial each experienced what appears to be a significant decline
the Univer31§y—ga1ng rate for 1978, as part of a more general
cline ‘in college-going from these three counties.

=]



The statewide rate for the State University increased from 8.0 in
1977 to 8.4 in 1978, which was clearly the highest in the five-
year period studied. However, the percentage increase in first-
time freshmen age 19 and under was less than that found for the
University, and there was an overall decline in State University
enrollment in Fall 1978. Twenty-four counties experienced increases
at least as large as the statewide increase of 0.4, while eleven
counties had a.loss of at least 0.4.- Thére was negliglble change
in the remaining conntiles. Those with an increase of at least 1.0
were San Franciszo, Santa Cruz, Mendac;na, El Dcrada, Madera, Yuba,
and Sutter Counties, only one of which has a State Unlver31iy cam-
pus within its bcundaries (San Franclsca) Increases were dlso
found for six rural counties with relatively few high schooll grad-
uates. With the exception of San Francisco, the counties with
‘large increases in State University-going razes ‘had an overall
decline in college-going rates, which’ ranged from -0.7 for Madera
to -6.1 for Mendocino to -9.6 for Yuba, Monterey County exper=
ienced a dec:éasa in its State University-going rate from 4.9 to
3.9, which appeats to be part of a pattern of declining college
attendance by recent high school graduates from that CDunty in Fall
1978. :

Except for San Francisco aﬂd Santa Cruz Counties, University and

State University gains in college-going rates for first-time fresh-

.men appear ED have been made in different counties and in differ-

ent parts of "the State. There is little evidence that these gains

ul d om shifts from the Communitv-Colleges. The large dif-

g eounties in-college-going rates for each segment
-which were discussed in the report published last year are still
evident in the rates for 1978. The range in rates for the Univer- »
sity in Fall 1978 was from at least 9.0 for San Francisco, Marin, :
Contra Costa; and Yolo Counties, té a low sf 2.0 or less for Stan—
islaus, Fresno, Kern, Humbcldt San Luis -Obispo, and Tulare. Dif-

~—. . ferences .among. the counties wera somewhat larger in 1978 than in
1977 since the increases tended to take place in counties with
already high rates. Among the counties with at least 1,000 high
school graduates in June. 1978, the State Unlver51ty=¢alng rates
ranged from a high of at laast 10.0 for-San Francisco, Los Angeles,
Santa Clara, ansno, San Luls Dblspo, Butte Yolo, and Hadera

’Manterey, San Joaquin, Rivers;de, Sanoma, Shasta, Santa Barbara,

Imperial, and Napa. The presence of a State University campus in- @[

the county did not always produce,a high college-going rate, al-

T though proxlmity to a campus was an impartant determ;ner of the
“ratei :

Seven’ counclés in which no Unlver51ty or Stata Uﬂ;ver51ty campus

* 1s located had Coﬁmuﬂlty College-going. rates of at least 50.0.in
v 1978--Monterey, Merced, SanLJoaquln, Shasta, Napa, Yuba,- and Lassen.
" - At the same time, the rates fell bElDW 40.0 in 1978 for sevan other

-11-° : ——
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counties=-they wvere Alameda, San Bernardino, Stanislsus, Santa
Cruz, Placer, Rivérside, and Fresno. Three others==iiumboldEt,

i#Eutte, and Yeie=—een§1ﬂued to heve lew rates -in 1978

"Four cf ‘the six counties with the highest ratee for the independent
segment are in the San Francisco Bay area--San Francisco, San Mateo,
Merln, and Wapa.  Two others with high rates were Los Angeles &nd
Sente Berbere Countles. Santa Barqara and Ventura Counties experﬂ .

1978 Eagether w1th Venture and eeverel emalL eountiee Wlth uneteble

.. rates. - . TR

Sex Differences "1’n College-Going Rates

"Rates are ehewn separately for men and women in Appendix C, for

.eeeh publle segment in Fall 1978 and by county.  While the overall
eellege~ge1ng rate declinad for both men and wemen, the loss was
less for women (from 56.8 to 56.0) than for men (from 56.2- to 54.5).

“'In 1977, the rate for women was only slightly higher than that for

- men but the difference increased in 1978. Rates for both men and

© women increased for the University and the State University, but
decreased for the Community Colleges. The more impressive gain
was in the State University-going rate for women, which increased
D 6 (to 9. D), as compared to an increase of only 0.1 for men (to

7.7). However, in the Unlverelty the rate for men continued to

'exeeed that obtained for women in 1978--5.7 for men, 5.4 for women,
eempered with 5.4 and 5.0,, respectively, in 1977. The rate for
women in the Community Cellegee exceeded that for men in both years,
and the difference increased in 1978 as a result of a somewhat
“smaller loss experienced by the women between 1977 and 1978. The’
number of high school graduates who were women also exceeded the

" number of men; while both numbers declined, the deerease bEEWEEﬂ
1977 -and 1978 was greeter for men than for women.

ugh the —tetew1de Unlvereity—gelng rate 1ﬁereeeed el;ghtly

I or women than for men, the gap widened in 1978 in a number of
large counties where the rate for men increased substantially over
that for women. The etetew1de difference 1n 1978 between men end

wemen), but ;n Contre Ccete Sen F:eneieee, Santa Berbera! Scncma,-
Solano, Marin, Mereed, and eleewhere, the rate for men exceeded

that found fer women by an average of 1.5. These are also counties
for which the largest. increases in University-going rates were

found ‘between 1977 and 1978. Many are in the San Francisco area.

' The major exception was Alameda County, where there was a large
inerease in 1978 for. women and no increase for men, the result

being very little d1fferenee between the rates for men and women.

For San Mateo County, rates for both men.and women increased eubeten=

tially in 1978, to a high of 7.7 and 7.8, respectively. Increases
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for”wcmEﬁ in Los Angeles, San Diego, and Santa Clara were also
onsible for the statewide 1ncfaase in the rate for women in

“Changes- ‘between~1977 and 1978 in State Unive:sityggézﬁé‘faées'fcr'

men and women appear to be related to observed changes in Univer-

,Sltysgaing rates in several counties. More specifically, counties

with a sizable increase in University rates for men often had a

decrease in the Stat. University rate for men, or no change at all.
At the same time, these counties usually had a sizable increase in
the State Universlty rate for women. Thus, in the counties in the

'San Francisco area, the University campuses appear to be atiracting

an increasing percentage of young men, perhaps away from the State

~University system, while the State University is enrolling an in-

creasing percentage of young women from these same c@untles. ‘Prox-
imity to a State University campus appaars to be an lmnértant fa ctor
for women callega:gaers in several counties where their rates ex-
ceeded those of men by more than the statewide difference. These
counties include Fresno, San Francisco, San Mateo, Humboldt, Butte,
Yolo, and Alameda. In other counties where there is no campus,

the State University-going rates for men and women were often’

found to be about equal, or with a higher .rate for men than women.
Some of these counties are RlVEISldE Monterey, Ventura, San Joaquin,

and Santa Earbara.

Ccmmunity College-going rates for men and women differ from county
to county, but there is no clearly identifiable pattern to explain
such differences. Rates for women were generally but not always
higher than those for men, with exceptions foun | for Conﬁra Costa,
Kern, San Joaqu;n, Santa Cruz, Merced, and other. coynties. In
gtill other counties, the rate for women was considerably higher
than that found for men--for example, .in Humboldt, San Luis Obispo,
Butte, Shasta, Yuba and Mendcclﬂc, none of which are hlghly urban-.
13ed areas. :

€

" A comparison of total college-going rates for men and women in the

public segments shows relatively small differences for mcst of the
largest counties--for example, 58.4 for men and 58.5 for. .women in
Los Angeles County where wide opportunity for higher educat;an is
available. Sex differences appear to be larger in. counties outside
major metropolitan areas, with-many.counties shgw1ng a much higher
rate for women—-for example, Humboldt, Butte,~ San Luis Obispo, and
Shasta. A few counties have a higher rate-for men=-for example,
Merced and Santa Cruz. - Reasons for Ehgsg differences may include
the racial-ethnic composition of -the-dounty population, location

of one or more institutions of. hlghér education in the county or

‘nearby, percentage of families, ‘Below the poverty level, and the

educational attainment of Ehe pafents of the recent high school
graduates. : -




Differences in Eiigibﬂit;y Rates

Ellgibllity rates for freshman admlsslan set one kind of upper limit
on college-going ratas for the Univ%rs;ty and the State University,
althaugh the number of- high school graduatas eligible is signifi-
cantly larger than.the number enrolling as freshmen. Appendix D
displays both eligibility and college-going rates for 1975 for the'
‘twenty-three: counties with reasonably large samples of high school
transcripts analyzed in the Commission's 1976 Eligibility Study.

The eligibility rates have not been updated since the 1976 study.

It is possible that some county rates have.ircreased since 197545

a result of outreach and recruitment programs: The data are simply
'repfaduced in the _Present report, as.presented in the October 1978
report on callege—going rates, to illustrate differences.among the
counties in el;glblllty for freshmgn admission, partlculsrly to

uﬁhe University.:

CGHMUNITY GDLLEGE TRANSFER STﬂDENTS

Any .alysis of the flow of studenzs from hlgh school to and through:
college should take into account the students who transfer from Com-
munity Colleges to the University and the State University, since

a large majority of recent California high school graduates who
‘enroll in higher education for a baccalaureate degree begin in a
Community College. Numbers of students, who transferred to the
University and the State University in Fall 1978 are shown in
Appendix E for each Community College district, together with the
percentage of those who transferred o the nearest State University
campus. Appendix F shows the volume of Community College transfer
students to the University and the State University during the
-period, 1965 through 1978, together with the numbers of first-time
freshmen from Califormia high schools who enrolled in the two sys—v
‘tems during the same peri

\D-

Rates or percentages of transfer students are relatively meaning-

"+ less, since -no information is available concerning the numbers who

are eligible for ‘and interested in’ transferring to a baccalaureate
institution. . Most Community College students could become elig;ble
" for admission to the State University if they earned a minimum of
flfty—s;x semester units of transferable credit with a grade—point
average of at least 2.0 (C)--or 2.4 for the University of California.
Other Community College students are eligible for the University or
the State University when they graduate from high school and retain:
their eligibility if they earn satisfactory grades in the Community
College, thus being able to transfer at any time. Finally, a small
percentage of Community College students transfer to both segments,
although they ‘do not meet the standards, as exceptions or special
action admissions. Thus, there is a lack of eriteria for evaluating



. the flow of Community College transfer students to the University

and the State University. -However, trends and differences among

Community College dlst ricts are of some interest.

-a
cent dagrease for tbe State Uﬁlvef51ty (199 and 2 322 srudenﬁs,
respectively). However, all of the Community Callége districts

- did not experience the same rate of decrease. The University
gained substantial numbers of- students from a few districts, lost
students from others, and experienced no change with respect to

', still others. The State Unzver51ry, on the other hand, enrolled

" substantially fewer transfer students from many large districts
and made gains in only a"few. 1In a few instances, the University's
gain appeared to be, at least in patt “at/ the expense of the State .
University, for example, the Eancha Sanilag and Saddleback dis-

tricts.

Q
é
e
b=
-
L
-.4
[
o]
\ ‘H
(113
o
m
m
..1

L1 n Orange County had more st dents transferring
to the Unl ersity in Fall 1978 than in prior years: The Coast
Community Sa leg t ict had more students transferring to the

gity- '@bably from the relatively new Coastline Col=- |

State Univers p

lege==but thé‘Ranzh@ Santiago and Saddleback Districts had fewer

students going “to the State University. Except:.for Cerritos and

Citrus, Gommunlty Colleges in Los Angeles County sent many fewer

transfer. students to the U”;vaf51ty in. Fall 1978 than- in prier

years. Large decredses in University transfers. were faund for the
: An

tollaw1ng districts geles, Long Beach, Santa Monica,
. Pasadena, and Rlo chd The Srate Uﬁ;VEfSlty systa ’p rlenced

,,,,,

In th isco Bay area, Ehe Unlver51ty galned tzansfer stu=
dents from the Eeralta and Contra Costa Districts, which in curn
sent fewer students to the State University. Other Bay Area
counties which had fewer transfer students going to the State Uni-
versity in Fall 1978 were Marin, San Mateo, and San Jose.

State UanEISlEy galns were few in number and rather small,

2 State
the system a attracted a significantly larger number of transfer

students in 1978 from the Palomar, Fremont-Newark, Cabrillo, and
Riverside dlstr;cts (with the latter sending fewer students to Ehé
University as transfers in 1978). Substantial declines were found
for several counties in which State University campuses are located,
-for example, Sacramento (Los Rios and Sierra), Santa Clara (San
.Jose), Fresno (State Center), San Die g0, and Los Angeles, generally.
The number of Community College transfer students to the State Uni- - .
versity was the smallest sinze’l??@, aﬁd was 1l percent less. Ehaﬂ s
the peak year, 1775. The peak year for the University was 19'3 s
nd the drop in transfer sEudenEs in Fgll 1978 from the peak'yea :

[

was about one-fourth.
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The number of first-time freshmen of all ages who graduated from
California high schools and enrolled in the University and the
State University was higher in Fall 1978 than in any prior -year.
A comparison of the size of the Cammunity College transfer group

with ;hat ef first- clme freshmen (Appendlx F) eh’”s that there

ni-
vers;ty in Fall 1978 but anly D 8 in the State Unlver51ty (Df 1.3

transfer student for each firsc=time freshman). The ratios for
Fall 1977 were 2.3 freshmen for each transfer Studeﬂt in the Uni=
versify, and 0.7 in the State University.

Only twenty=two independent institutions were able tu provide in-
formation about Community College transfer students for Fall 1978.
They reported a total of 1,122 students from sixty-six of the
seventy Community College districts. The largest numbers trans-
ferred from the Faethill De Anza, San Matea, and Contfa Casza Dis—

Djscr;ets in Drange Geuncy3 the Pasadena, Santa Monlea, Mt& Ean

Antionio, Citrus, and Chaffey Districts in Los Angeles; districts
in San Diego County; and the Santa Barbara District.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIO NS

Modest gains were made by the Unlversity and the. State Universi ity
in Fall 1978 in the college-going rates for first-time freshmen

age 19 and under, which were offset by losses in the Community Col=-
leges, with a net change be tweeﬂ-l???uenﬂ 1978 of -1.2--from 56.5
to 55.3 for the combined public segments. The addition of first-
time freshmen attending independent institutions brought the state=
wide rate up to 58.7 which should be regarded as a low estimate

of the total percentage of recent high school graduates enrolling

in college for the first time in Fall 1978. Rates for women in-

- creased more than for men .in the University and the State Univer-

sity, and’ decreased less than for men in the Community Colleges,

- with a net overall change which was lese serious for women than

for men (-0.6 for women, -1.5 for men). “Changes in college-going
rates between 1977 and 1978 varied considerably among the counties,
with the result that county differences in rates were larger in
1978 than in 1977. 1In the case of the University, the largest
increases were found for counties in.the San Francisco Bay Area,
together with Ehree counties in which Unlver51ty eampuses are
located. +In many of ‘these Bay Area counties, the increase for men
were larger than- those for women, thus Widénlng the gap between
the rates for the sexes in a number of heavily pepulated counties.

* Except for. San Franeiseo and Santa Cruz Countles, State University

> gains were for' thé most part in different counties than those for

the University. Many of the increases were found for counties

fwhleh ara2 not densely populated and do not have a State University
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campus within their boundaries. However, increases for women in
State University rates occurred in a number of counties from which

"the Universicy had attracted anAincréasgd;prDPOftign of male grad-

uates—-for example, Contra Costa, Sonoma, Sclzno, and San Mateo—-
together with some counties where proximity to & State Univekgity
campus appears to be an important factor for Wcmensafar example,
Fresno and Butte. .

=

s Decreases in callege going rates for the .Community Cclleges ac=

counted for?all or mast of the decline in the counties WlEh sub-
stantial overall declines. . Increases were confined: to ?/few Com-=-

nunity Colleges and were relatively small. Except for Riverside
“and Dfange Counties, much of the decline occurred in non=urban

Three counties--Los Angeles, San Luis Obispo, and Napa--experienced
at least a small increase in the college-going rate for each public
segment and, of course, in their overall rate. Contra Costa and
Tulare Counties had increases in two of the three public segments,
no change in the third, and an overall increase. Only Monterey

and Imperial Counties had lower rates for all public segments in
1978 than in 1977, while Riverside County experienced a decline

for two segments, no Qhange 1n ‘the University- going rate, an& an
overall decline.

Iha statewide decline in the college!galng rate for 1978 for recent
California high school graduates appedrs to be quite similar to

the decline in the participation rate of the. total California pop—
ulation 18 and above, which was reported to the Commission in the
report entitled, Fall 1978 Enrollments in-California Postseccn ary

Edu:atlan (Aprll 1979) Tha signlflcance Df the 1nttease 1ﬁ col—

aﬁd Eha State Un1ver51ty w111 not bé kngwn fof arother year or

two, when more information is available concerning the location

of specially funded, secondary-school programs designed to increase
interest in and preparation for postsecondary education, and the
nature of further increases, if any. Additions to the Commission's

_ information systems' data base should make it possible to estimate

collgge=golng rates in 1979 by ethnicity for each county,”as well
as by sex and by segment. Better information should also be avail-=
able for the independent colleges and universities. :

ina lly, in 1978 there continued to.be a decrease in the number
f Community College students transferring to the University and
the State University, although there is no reason to believe that
the number of potential transfer students has declined. A joint,

-intersegmental report was made to the Legislature in the Spr;ng

1979, through the Commission, on efforts to improve the rate of -

'transfer and retention of underrepresented students--that is, women,

ethnic minority, low-income, énd.handiéapped’studéﬁts. The results



. of implementing this plan to increas
béfmanit@red in futufe reports,

was congludad last year, there ar

As. re significa

the counties in California in college-going ratés

segments of higher education, and overall. Differences may be'. -
related to both opportunity and interest, with opp

tion bout pr

of proximity to a campus; informatio
sion requirements, costs, and available s

’countles w1th1n the next few years.
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Percentages of Recent High Schccl Graduates Enrolling in Eagh?
Segment of California Higher EdUEatloﬂg by Ccuﬁty and Year
(1974-1978) 7

Y

Percentagés éf;ﬂéﬂ aﬁd Wamen Enrolléd as First-Time Freshmen

,,,,,,,

by Caunty, Fali 1978

Percentages of High School Graduates Estimated To Be Eligible
for Admission to the University of California and the California
State University and Colleges as First-Time Freshmen in 1975,
Together With Coliegéﬁéoing Rates by County

Flow of Transfer Students From ﬁhe Céllfurﬁia Community Cclleges
tg the University of ‘California and the Califcrnia State Uni--
versizy and Colleges, Fall 1978

Numbers of Cammunit?xcolLege Students Who Transferred to the

‘University of California and the California State University

and Colleges, 1955 1978, Tcgethet With Numbers of First-Time
Freshmen -
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APPEMDIX A
L1st1ng by County of ‘California Cammunity FQ11egez, California

State University and Colleges, and University of California
Campuses, Together With Selected Indépendent Institutions

Explanatory Notes

1. The listing is  preceded by a California county map
- which shows the counties in California and the ﬁumber
of institutions. in each county. : :
" 2. The independent institutions which:are listed are
general-purpose colleges and universities which
admit first—-time freshmen, and ate candidates for
accradiﬁatl@n or accredited by the Westerm Association

. . ‘of Schools and Colleges.

23
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- APPENDIX A

. Li"sf"i'*ng‘ by County of California Comnunity Colleges, Ca]i’farnfia,:
StateUniversity and Colleges, and University of California
. Campuses, Together With Selected Independent Institutions

A Caltfornda | Califorata State | Unbverslty | adeplbden
. “Colleges and Colleges California ' Univeraities

2

Maneds . | Peralta Colleges (4) | Hayward Berkeley | oly Names College
Chabot | - Mills College
Ohlone | | | b
Butte [ Butte | Chico

Contra Costa " | Contra Costa.. o Saint Mary's College
' Colleges (3) S | of California

Bl Dorado + - | Lake Tahoe
Fresno. State Center | Fresno

Colleges (2)
West Hills

Presno Pacific College

. Humboldt Redwoods lumboldt
Tmperfal Inperdal Valley
Rernit,  ~ [Kern County Bakersfield ;)tg

~ Colleges (2) _ . ; WU
Taft ! | '

- lassen Lagsen




California
Community
Colleges

California State
University
and Colleges

University
of
(alifornia

Independent:
Colleges and
* Universities -

Los Angeles

Marin
Mendocino
' Merced

~ Los Angeles

Colleges (9)
Antelope Valley
Cerritos

_ Citrus

Compton

- El Camino
Glendale

" Long Beach
bit, 5an Antonio
Pasadena
Rio Hondo
Canyons
Santa Monica

Marin Colleges (2)

Mendocino

Merced |

Los Angeles

Long Beach
Northridge
Dominguez Hills
Cal Poly - Pomona

Los Angeles

Azusa Pacific
Biola ,
California Institute of

Technology =

| Clarenont Men's College

Harvey Mudd College
Immaculate Heart

Los Angeles Baptist

Loyola - Marymount
Marymount - Palos Verdes
Mount Saint Mary's
Northrop University

Occidental

Pepperdine

Pitzer College .

Pomona College

Seripps College

University of La Verne

University of Southern
California

West Coast University

Whittier

of San Rafael



California
Comnunity
Colleges

University
and Colleges

(alifornia State

of
" (alifornia

Iniversity

Independent
“tolleges and
Universities

Napa

Orange

Placer
Plumas

Riverside

Sacramento -

. San Bernardino

Monterey Peninsula
lartnell

Napa

Coast College (3)
North Orange (2)
Rancho Santiago
Saddlehack

- Slerra

Teather River

Negert

Mt, San Jacinto
Palo Verde
Riverside

Tos Rios Colleges (3)
San Bernardino’

Colleges (2)
Barstow

=Cl;affey
Victor Valley

Fullerton

Sacramento

San Bernardino

i

Irving

+ | Rdverside

Pacific Union

Chapman

Pacific Christian

Southern California
College |

Nest Coast University -

California Baprist
College

Loma Linda University

University of Redlands =f



Californfa
Community
Colleges

Californin State

University
and Colleges

University
~of
California

Tndependent
Colleges and
Universities

~San Diego

San Franeiseo

-».___,___V_‘. - San JDﬂqu iﬂ

“ San Luls Dbigﬁﬁﬁa%
San Mateo

Santa Barbara

- Santa Clara

San Diego
Colleges (4)
Crossmont (2)
Mira Costa
Palomar
Southwestern

San Francisco

San Joaquin Delta

 Cuesta

=

 San Nafeo_

Santa Barbara
Allan Hancock

Gavilan
West Valley (2)
San Jose (2)

Coltegés (3) ~~_|

" Foothill De Anza (2)

San Diego

San Francisco

(al Poly

San Jose

San Diego

San Trancisco

Santa Bafbaré

Chiristian Hertiage
College

Point Loma College

United States
International Univ,

University of
San Diego

Golden Gate University

Simpson
University of San
Prancisco

University of the
Pacific

College of Notre Dame
Menlo College

Westmont College

Stanford University

University of Santa

(lara



Cﬁuncy”

Californla
Community
Colleges

California State

University
anl Colleges

lniversity
of
(alifornia

Tndependent
Colleges and
Universities

Santa Cruz
Shasta
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus
Tehama
'Triniﬁy

Tulare

Tuolumne
Ventura

Yolo

Yuba .

Cabrillo
Shasta

Siskiyous

“Solano

Modesto
(Shasta)
(Shasta) "

Porterville
Sequoias

Columbia

Ventura (3)

Yuba

Sonoma

Stanislaus

Santa Cruz

Davis

Bethany Bible College

California Lutheran '
College




APPENDIX B

Percentages of Recent High School Graduates Enrolling in Each Segment
. of Cahfnrma Higher Education, by County and Year (1974- 1978)

Explanatory Notes

1. The percentages are astlmates of the college~going rates for
recent high school graduates in each.of the four segments of
California higher education. The percentages were obcalned
by dividing the numbers of students who were 19 years of age
or under whan Ehey Lnralled as flISt tlme freshmaﬂ, by the
Eor each caunty and statewide EaEh part— and full t1me
students werea 1n;1uded in Ehe computation of the partlaipatian
rates. . : ;

2. Numbers of high school graduates, by county, were obtained from
annual reports prepared by the State Department of Educaﬁloﬁ
for both public and private high schools. :

3. First—time freshman enrollmant data far the University of
California and the California State University and Colleges
were obtained from annual reports on sources of students which
the segments are required to prepare for the State Department
of Finance. Data for the California Community Colleges-were
obtained from the Chancellor's folce.

4. Data for independeﬁt colleges and universities were obtained
by means of a special request for assistance made by the
Association of Independent California Colleges and Universities.
Seventy (70) percent of the institutions responded with infor-
mation about the grigiﬁg of their first-time freshmen. These
1n5t1tutians Enfolled more than 85 percant of Ehe flrsﬁst;me

Iﬂfarmation about the coliege~going rates in the independent
institutions is not wholly cgmparable to that obtained for
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Callfarnla Institute of
the Arts
California Institute of
Technology
California Lutheran
Claremont Mens College
Chapman College
Cogswell College
College of Hoely Names
College of Notre Dame
Dominican Cellege
Fresno Pacific Cdllege
Immaculate Heart Callége
Los Angeles Baptist Col
Loyola-Marvmount Univer:
Marymount Palos V,,dg Coll

- Menlo College

Mills College
Mount 5t. Marys College

" Occidental College
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‘school g:,duaﬁes appear first. No percentages
seven counties with the smallest o
aduates Since uch percentages are unreliable.

Pacific Union Cgll age
Pepperdine Universit
Pitzer College
Point Loma College
Pomona College
Saint Marys College
San Francisco Art °
Institute
Simpson CDllegE
Stanford University
United States International
University C
University of La Verne
University of the Facific
University of the Rgdland
University of San Franci
University of San DlEgD
University of Santa Clara
University of Southern
California
estmont College
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APPENDIX B

Peréentages of Recent High School Graduates Enrolling
in Each Segment of California Higher Education
by County and Year (1974-1978)

Percentage Tnrolling as Freshmen in*

i Number - ———— —_— - —
County Year | of H.5. Total Grand
: Grads. . uc " Ind. Publiec Total
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County

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen in*

Number
of H.S.
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Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen in*

Number — — T -
County - |Year of H.S. Total “Grand
csuc CCcC Ind. Public  Total

[y
2]
W
Pl
[
[
L]

N‘
1
I

.6% 45. 5% -— 52.
- 56.

5
2
56.8 == . 62,
0
0

e

San Joaquin 1974 4,116
1975 4,339
1976 4,121
1977 4,392
1978° 4,141

3.9% 59.
3.5 55.

had Tnd B b had
oW R NN -5
Pad Tl hd K3
BRI RNV

L

Le ]
DO N W

1

I

- 57.
- 59,
- 39.
3.0 59,
4.7 58.

Santa 1974 4,398
. Barbara 1975 4,386
1976 4,48%
1977 4,247
1978 4,059

o U A
WO Kd SO P
P
M
o LW M 0 &
&~
) o ~J
SeEeR
W = 00 00 ~J
|
O~ ~d B L
I
]

- 49,
- 46.
51.
2.1 49.
2.5 47.

Sonoma 1974 3,518 43,
1975 | . 3,522

1
2
1976 3,565 2.
2
3

47.
44,
40,

/ 1977 3,463
/. 1978 3,626

QMO MO
L Ll B el R
Lo P o B
.
od T AT e S~
I
1
ol BV F N
1
{

43,
46,
49.
44,
40,

- 61.
- 63.
67.

6 62,
.5 60.

Marin 1974 | 3,466 | 10.
1975 | 3,355 | 10.
1976 | 3,339 | 10.
1977 | 3,226. | 11.
1978 | 3,459 7% 11.

WO NN
L~y =~ T ~d
O NN
SRV RS
1
i
H oo oW w

58.
50.
57.
58.
56.

Monterey 1974 3,006
- 11975 3,145
1976 | 3,125
1977 3,045
. 1978 3,064

- 60.
- 67.
9 | 69,
0 65.

- 63.

oo b e

G £ O 08 0o
RN TR T
fnat
O D O L B
~d WD WD e
£ P2 00 O O

]

§

- 45,
- 47,
i 51,
2.0 57.
2.3 41,

39.
41,
44,
51.
34,

Stanisizus 1574 2,862

. |1975.| 2,868
1976 2,771
11977 2,654
1978 2,792

ot s e
N R
L S N S
v oe e .
Lo BN o RN IR Y B ]
[ s AR
1
I
Lo Tl v o O O o T
|
I

- 53.
-— 52.
‘ 51,
.1 49,
5 52.

48,
47.
46,
45,
48.

Tulare 1974 2,554

: 1975 2,654
1976 2,721
1977 2,643
1978 2,649

o
« v
ol Y S
B3B3 BRI P LD
.« e
P PR I« 0 o
b e & 0o O

I

i
ol - (S

i

I

B-3

39




] Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen in*
Number —_———— — - ——
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¢ ' CSUC CCC Ind. Public  Total
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) Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen in*
County  |Year | of H.S. |- _ o Total Grand
. Grads. uc ] csuc | - cce ‘i Ind. Public Total -

Amador - {1974 | 153 9% 10.
1975 197 '
1976 183
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*Percents were not calculated for Colusa, Trinity, Modoc, Mariposa, Mono, Sierra,
-and Alpine Counties because of the small numbers of high school graduates. . How-
.ever, data for these Counties are included in the "Total" figures.
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APPENDIX C
'
Percentages of Men and Women Enrolled as First-Time Freehmen
in Each of the Public Segments of California '
Higher Education, by County, Fall 1978

Exple‘etcrnyetee . -

1. Percentages were obtained for men and. women separately
"+ for Fall 1978, using data dekcribed in Appendix B.
+8ince information about the proportions of male and
female graduates from private high schools was incom-
plete, it was necessary to meke estimates for scma
cauntiee. :

2. Percentages for Community Colleges which appear in
_parentheses are for Fall 1976. 1In euch cases, data
- for Fall 1977 appeared to - be suspect..




Perzentages of Mén and Wemen Enrolled as Fifstéiime

" APPENDIX C

Freshmen in Each of the Public Segments of

California High

Fall 1978
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Number of Enrolled as First-Time Freshmen in
County Sex High School — ; — ———e
Graduates uc CsUC CccC Total
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L Number of Enrolled as First-Time Freshmen’ in
County . Sex High School |———- - e -
: Graduates uc csuc CcCcC Total

L]

Lo RN

e
=
[+ e
o

et
P
o Lo R
L ~J

N
ey L
= um

5. 6%
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3
Lo
1A
2]

[

PR
[
Ll d
s

-t Bd
v .
OO W
c»‘J
R

Nevada _ Male 274
- .Female 273
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Glenn
Inyo

Lassen

Calaveras
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APPENDIX D

Percentages of High School Graduates Estimated To Ee Ehmtﬂe for
Admission to the University of California and the California
State University-and Colleges as First-Time Freshmen in
1975, Together With College-Going Rates by County

Explaﬂatcry Not ES'

eshman eligibility rates for Ehe University of California
and the California State University and Colleges were
obtained from the Commission's 1976 study of the ‘eligibility
of a 3.5 percent sample of high school graduates in 1975.

ho percents are shcwn fct thlrty—five EGuﬂtlES far whiah

"
[
‘”‘ﬂ\

gbta;nad fram small samples.

2. No "total eligible" percents were computed since those ob-
tained for the State University are in most cases the same
" as a total. This is true in that most students who are
eligible for the University are also eligible for the State
University. All high school graduates are eligible for
admission to the Community Colleges, together with non=
graduates who can profit from the instruction affered
' !
N




- APPENDIX D

Percentages of High School Graduates Estimated To Be Eligible for
"~ Admission to the University of California and the California
State-University and Colleges-as First-Time Freshmen in
1975, Together With Coliege-Going Rates by County

R . Total | |~Percent Eligible ~ Percent Enrolling

County |  Nuwberof | o 1 s

7 flgh School | ye .| csuc uc CSUC |\ Total
Graduates ) e , I A

%\RL?S Angeles 91,048 16% 35% 6.2%2  9.2% iéiaz-
fa;ange 27,079 | 17 . 39 5.3 7.4 12.7°
San Diego - -20,412, 1é 5 31 5.6 6.0 11.6
Santa Clara 17,829 22 b4 5.7 9.2 14.9
Alameda Cesis | o130 6.9 8.8  15.7
‘Sacramento 11,202 BT 31 8.8 6.8 - 10.6
San Bernardino| io,saé 12 41 2.7 5.2 7.9
- Contra Costa | 9,687 20 38 9.4 7.5 16.9
San Mateo 8,298 | 13 30 7.3 - 7.0 14.3
Ventura - ?;%85 11 24 3.1 3.5 6.6
Riverside 6,860 13 31 | 4.3 3.0 7.3
Fresno 6,438 12 - 35 2.0 12.1 14.1
San Francisco - E,E;i, 18 30 | 8.3 11.5 iE-BA
" Kern . 4,801 10 31 1.7 6.9 8.6
' Santa Barbara 4,386 18 T - - 5.8 4.8 10.6
San Joaquin é,SBé 10 - 30 3.0 3.5 6.5
Soncma 3,522 | 21 47 | 2.2 3.6 5.8
Marin 3,355 18 46 | 107 6.57  17.2

Monterey 3,145 14 39 . 4.8 5.3 10.1
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Stanislaus 2,868 7 28! 1.3




\ 7 L i _
\ : Total . 27 4. T o s $ 114
\ Number of | Percent El;g*ble Percent E;:D;l;ng

Y County L et — — —_
7 ... | High School ue - csuc il csuc

Graduates Total

Tulare 2,654 8% 31% 1.9%  2.9% 4.8%

Solano = . 2,582 -7 .24 4.8- - 4.4 9.2

Santa Cruz 2,156 5 .32 3.9 2.8 6.7
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35 counties
. with fewest

number of . .

H.S5. graduates 22,652 10% 33% 2.5% 6.0% 8.5%

23 counties _
with largest - ) ' 2
number of : S 1 .
H.S. graduates | 271,289 15 35 5.5

]
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13.1

STATEWIDE o o
TOTAL 293,941 15% 352 5.3%2 - 7.
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APPENDIX E

Flow of Transfer Students From the California Community Colleges to

=t

the University of California and the California
State University and Colleges
(Fall 1978)

Eﬁplamat@;g,Natas

California Cammunl;y College enrollments for Fall 1978

were:obtained from an enrollment report submitted annually
to the Department of Finance by the Chancellor’s foice.

Fall 1978 data.for Ehé’UanéfElty of Callfarﬂla were thainad
from an enrollment report submitted by the University to the’
California Dépaftment of Fiﬁancei S

Infarmatlon for the Callfmrﬁla State ;anEfSltY and Col-
1&335 was obtained from Table 9, Undergraduate Transfers
from .California Community Calleges, Fall 1978 published
in the 1978-79 Statistical Report Number 8, "Origin of

1978 Fall Term Enrollments.” i -
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Fhw of Transfer Students From the California Community Colleges 'tD
the University of California and the California
State Un1vers1ty and Colleges
(Faﬂ 1978)

N 5 . |

~ o \
Community ., Total Number of Transfers to Ngare;¥ ' 'Parcent at

College Enrollment - = S e csucC } Nearest
Diserict | £or Credit uc " C8UC Campus’ CSUC Campus - -

Allan - , z , San Luis’
Hancoclk : 7,881 38 189 | Obilspo 307

Antelope .
Valley - . 3,420 25 141 Northridge 38

Barstow 1,575 7 ' 40 - - -
 Butte 7,052 19 319 Chico ; 'v éé
‘Cabrillo 9,177 | 157 292 |San Jose . 38

Cerritos 20,523 | 4 53 | Lohg Beach 42

‘ Fullerton, 30

i
P

Chaffey 10,696 43 336 Pomona 43
Citrus - | - 8,775 ’\\ 7 275 Pém&ha 47
\ L

Coachella - )
Valley 5,350 28 97 -= -

Coast 59,309 | - 323 1,363 *|Lon
- . : Ful

Compton 5,321 10 170° | Dominguez 49
E ) . - . Hills s

El Camino 26,105 152 765  |Long Beach 45
" ’ : Domingue:: ' ‘
Hills . | . 28

Foothill~ ; : 4 ,
DeAnza 32,930 313 1,014  |San Jose . 52




Eémmuniﬁy “  .Total Number of Tranmsfers to ' Nearest Percent at
College Enrollment ————— csuc - Nearest
Distriet | for Credit uc Csu Campus CSUC Campus

Fremont-
Newark 6,703 17 . 203 3an Jose 37%
: Hayward _ 38

Gavilan 2,386 |, 11 109 - ] =

Glendale ! 7,715 ‘ 50 306 Northridge 33
: Los Angeles 31

Grossmout - 16,001 38 495 San Diego 81
 Hartnell 6,359 = 30 169 - -

Imperial
Valley 4,659 i9 155 Calexico 34

Kern: ) :
Bakersfield 442 Bakersfield
Porterville 9 85 -
Cerro Coso 3,565 5 : 40 -
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Long Beach - -27,353 43 . 695 Long Beach = 74

Los Angeles 122,725 539 © 3,589 'Los Angeles 72
: . : Northridge T ==
Dominguez
Hills -
Long Beach -

Los Rios  ° 39,478 314 1,668 Sacramento. 77
Marin 9,933 145 459 |san"

Francisco .31
Sonoma - 28
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Community
College
District

Total
Enrollment
for Credit

Number of Transfers to

-CsUC

Nearest
CsuC
Camypus

CSUC Campus

Mira Costa 5,612 29 99 San Diego 667
Monterey
Peninsula - 8,194 99 210 == =

Mt. San
Antonioc

Mt. San
Jacinto

Napa

North Orange

Palo Verde
Paiamar'
Pasadena

. Peralta

Rancho
Santiago

Redwoods
Rioc Honde

Riverside

Saddleback

San :
Bernardino

San Diego

489

13,714

18,460

30,287

38

10
36

118

22

129

93

179

602

34

179

Fullerton
Long Beach

San Diego
Los Angeles
Hayward ./
Saﬂ :
Francisco
Fullerton
Humboldt
Fullerton

San -
Bernardino

Fullerton

| 8an

Eernardino

San Diego
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College
District

Total
Enrollment

for Credit
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ransfers to

Nearest
Csuc
Campus

Percent at
Nearest
CSUC Campus

. Francisco
San Joaquin
__.Delta

San Jose

San Luis
Obispo

San Macteo

Santa
Barbara

Santa
Clarita

Santa
Monica

g£aquoias

Shasta-
Tehama-
Trinity

Sierra

Siskiyous.
Solano
Sonoma

South
County

24,133

15,700

18,825

4,567
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57 £ea

San
Francisco
San Jose

Northridge

Northridge

Fresno

Sacramerito

‘Havward
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- 47

59

45



Community
College
District

Total
Enrollment
for Credit

Number of Transfers

uc

csuc

Nearest
C5UC
Campus .

rest
Campus

State Center 16,849 51 . 816 Fresno 81%
‘Sweetwater 10,590 . .35 320 San Diego 81
Venzur; i 25,451 223 650 Northridge 45
Ventura
Center ==
Victor 7 7 7

Valley” 2,919 16 64 - ==
West Hills 1,810 9 65 - -
" West Kern 1,010 1 25 - - -
West Valley 119,440 112 712 San Jose 66
Yosemite 11,153 47 456 Stanislaus . 43
Yuba 6,350 28 270 - -
Total 1,047,167 6,193 | 31,609 - -
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APPENDIX F

Mumbers of Community College Students Who Transferred to the

University of California and the California State
University and Colleges, 19€5-1978, Together
With Numbers of First-Time Freshmen

Explanatory Notes

Information about numbers of first-time freshmen and
transfer students in the State University was obtained
from the most recent California State University and
Colleges Statistical Abstract (July 1978) and Report

8 of the 1978-79 Statistical Report of the State Uni-

vefsity,;"ﬂrlgln of 1978 Fall.Term Enfallmants."

Similar information for Univers;ty of California students
through Fall 1973 was obtained from these same sources.
Information for subsequent years was obtained from Uni-
versity internal reports and worksheets, except for

1977 and 1978 transfer student data which were obtained
from reports submitted by the University to the Callfafnla
Deparcment of Elnanae

29



APPENDIX F

Numbers of Community College Students Who Transferred to the
University of California and the California State.
University and Colleges, 1965-1978, Together
With Numbers of First-Time Freshmen from
California High Schools

Community College Transfer Students First-Time Ffeshmén
77777 S Fall Term Only
- Year - -o-Fall Tem Full Tear e
ue csuc csuc uc CsuCk

1970 5,166 29,059 49,245 '13,233 18,984
1971 - 6,154 32,546 ' 52,980 13,637 19,306 |
1972 7,165 ° 34,619 53,820 | 14,358 22,094
1973 8,193 33,089 51,335 15,011 22,210

1974 7,813 32,646 ¢ w51,144 | 14,915 22,886

1975 8,002 35,537 52,917 .| 15,460 23,239

1976 7,123 32,653 . 51,230 T4,
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1977 6,392 34,001 51,159

1978 6,193 31,6009 == - 15,850 24,668

" *Fall staﬁisties represent about 907 of first-time freshmen who enter
during the full year. o




